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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS |
: State Bulldmg Code (780 CMR) Appeals Board

"Board’s Ruling on A]gnﬁal

Docket No. 09-832 | | |
Appellant(s): Charles Theocles (o/b/o: SCB LLC) Vs, - Appellee(s):City/Town of Holyoke
| Building Official Paul Healy

Procedural Historv

- This matter came before the State Bulldmg Code Appeals Board (“Board”) on the

- Appellant’ s appeal ﬁled pursuant to 780 CMR 122 1. In accordanoe with 780 CMR 122.3, the

- Appellant requested that the Board grant a variance from 105 CMR 410.480 and M.G.L. c. 143, § 3R
~ for the property at 62-64 Commercial Street, Helyoke, MA. In accordance with M.G.L. c. 30A, §§10
& 11; MLG.L.c. 143, §§100 & 3R;-801 CMR 1.02 et. seq.; and 780 CMR 122.3.4, the Board '_
convened a public hearing on December 22, 2009 where all interested parties were previded with an
. opportumty to testify and present evidence to the Board. '
' Charles Theocles appeared for the hearmg as noted on the sign in sheet wh1ch is on file at the
Department of Public Safety.

. A motion was made to grant the Appellant’s request for o variance from 105 CMR 410.480
and M.G.L. c. 143, § 3R. Section 410.480 of 105.CMR requires all dvl{ellihgs containing more than
three dwelling units to have a main entry door with a design that closes and locks automatically with -
a lock; speciﬁcally with “a lock with an electrically-operated striker mechanism.” Section 3R of
M.G.L. c. 143 requires than an apartment house with more than three apartments have the same
‘design and equipment listed above in- 105 CMR 410.480. The Appellant requests a variance of th1s
provision, as the owner of an apartment bu1ld1ng with more than three umts s0 that a non-electrical
heavy duty Inecham_cal lock mech_amsm can be installed. Appellant makes this request due to the
frequen_t de'structionlofrrequired electronically-oper-atecl striker mechanism locks in buildings’ in the

_ area. The motion is contingent upon the owner installing rﬁeehanical heavy locks instead, due to the
- fact that this is a high crime area: No testimony’ was presented in opposition of the motion. There

was a second on the motion and board vote was taken, which was unanimous.

o

~ ! This is"a concise version of the Board’s decision. You may request a full written decision within 30 days of the date of
this decision. Requests must be in writing and addressed to: Department of Public Safety, State Bmldmg Code Appeals
Board, program Coerdinator, One Ashburton Place, Room 1301, Boston, MA 02108.




Conclusion

The Appellant’s request for a variance from 105 CMR 410.480 and M.G.L; c. 143, § 3R is
hereby granted as deScribed in the discussion above and so ordered” on this date February 18, 2010.
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Alexander MacLeod ~ Douglas Semple - Bill Middlemiss -
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? In accordance wnth M.G.L. c. 30A, § 14, any person aggneved by this decision may appeal 10 the Superlor Court w1thm
30 days after the date of thls decision. _
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